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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 January 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 1-19 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) M9 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 185(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . Figures 1,2,3A and 3B should be designated by a legend such as --Prior Art- 
because only that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). A proposed 
drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to 
avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1 -1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

The specification (on page 8) discloses that the first curve (fig.4A) is at constant 
level determined by a parameter P1 . The disclosure in fig.4A shows P1 is a straight 
line, not a curve as in the second curve (fig.4B). Thus, in claims 1, 7, 10, and 16, the 
claimed the control signal "an amplitude of which varies along each line according to a 
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first curve of a first type" is not enabling because the first curve P1 , as defined in the 
specification, is a line not a curve but a line having a constant level and, hence, does 
not vary along the line. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 7,8,10 and 11 are again rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Tsujihara et al., U.S. Pat. No. 5,298,988. 

Considering claim 1, a control signal for controlling a means for correction of at least 
one electron beam that scans a screen line by line, the control signal comprising: an 
amplitude of which varies along each line according to a first curve of a first type 
determined by a plurality of line parameters, each of the plurality of line parameters 
generated to vary from line to line according to a second curve of the first type 
determined by a plurality of column parameters, is met by Figs. 7B and 7C, wherein the 
amplitude v1 and v2 are variable from line to line. (col. 6, lines 54-68) 
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Considering claim 7, a device for adjusting the convergence of three parallel electron 
beams, comprising: a group of horizontal convergence correction coils and a group of 
vertical convergence correction coils, each group controlled by a control signal of claim 
1 , is met by the disclosure that "In FIG. 5 t a correction waveform of a vertical saw-tooth 
wave as shown by (1), for example, is supplied to the reference voltage terminal 16 of 
FIG. 3 so that vertical amplitude correction is implemented when it is applied to the 
vertical convergence coil or orthogonal correction for vertical lines is implemented when 
it is applied to the horizontal convergence coil." 

Considering claim 8, a device for correcting the luminance of a screen, comprising: 
means for generating at least one electron beam of controllable intensity, the intensity of 
the electron beam corrected by a control signal of claim 1 , is met by the pattern 
generator 25 (fig.2) and correction waveform generator 27 (fig.2) and/or the control 
circuit 47 that outputs the horizontal luminance correction waveform, Fig. 6. 

Considering claim 10, a method of generating a control signal for correcting at least one 
electron beam that scans a screen line by line, the method comprising: 

a) determining a plurality of column parameters, is met by V1 and V2, Fig.7B 

b) generating a plurality of column curves from the respective plurality of column 
parameters, is met by fig.7B and 7C. 

c) generating a plurality of line parameters from each of the plurality of column curves, 
respectively, is inherent because the parabolic horizontal correction waveform 
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necessarily comprises line parameters if one were to draw lines across the waveform in 
horizontal direction. 

d) generating a control signal for correcting the location of the electron beam as it scans 
the screen line by line, the amplitude of the control signal varying along each line 
according to a plurality of line curves generated from the respective plurality of line 
parameters, is met by the disclosure that "the control circuits 45-47 ...produce 
correction waveforms in correspondence to the horizontal amplitude, and consequently 
a correction waveform with an amplitude V2 as shown in Fig.7C is produced 
automatically." (Col. 6, lines 64-68) 

Considering claim 11, the method of claim 10 wherein generating the plurality of line 
parameters comprises varying the line parameters from one line to another according to 
the plurality of column curves. 
See rejection of claim 10; 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 2-6, 9, 12-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
overTsujihara et ai. U.S. Pat. No. 5,298,988 in view of Oh, U.S. Pat. No. 5,694,181. 

Considering claim 2, the control signal of claim 1 wherein each of the first and second 
curves of the first type comprises the addition of: 

a) a constant level, determined by a first parameter, two half Xn curves, where n is any 
predetermined value, located on either side of the center of the curve, the common 
origin of the half Xn curves located at the center of the curve and the maximum values 
of the half Xn curves at the ends of the line determined by a second and a third 
parameter respectively, is met by the Fig.7B and 7C; 

Except for; 

b) a double-top curve with a continuous derivative, formed by at least two humps 
placed end to end and located on either side of the line center, each hump having a null 
derivative at its top, and each minimum or maximum value of the curve set by a 
respective distinct parameter. 

Regarding b), Tsujihara et al does not specifically disclose to double top curves. 
However, the claimed double top curve or similar curves to designate image 
convergence correction is well known in the art. 

In that regard, Oh discloses a digital convergence correcting circuit for digitally 
correcting a convergence of R,G and B, which includes a memory for storing only seed 
data, wherein "25 points of seed data for a single screen are set in such manner that 5 
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points in horizontal direction and 5 points in vertical direction are set..." as shown in 
Figs. 3,4 and 5B. (see col. 4, lines 12 through col. 6, line 9). In particular, Fig.SB 
discloses a double top curve having 5 points with various parameters for convergence 
correction. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to the skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Tsujihara by providing the double top curve 
convergence correction of Oh, in order to make the system more versatile and less 
costly for the user. 

Considering claim 3, the control signal of claim 2 wherein the double-top curve has a 
zero value and a null derivative at its center; 
See rejection of claim 2 (b). 

Considering claim 4, the control signal of claim 2 wherein the double-top curve has a 
zero value and a null derivative at its ends; 
See rejection of claim 2 (b). 

Considering claim 5, the control signal of claim 1 , determined, for each line, by five line 
parameters. 

Regarding claim 5, while Tsujihara et al. do not specifically disclose a five line 
parameters, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to have only five 
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line parameters, since such modification would have involved a mere change in the 
number of line parameters. 

Considering claim 6, the control signal of claim 1 wherein each line parameter varies 
according to the second curve determined by five column parameters. 
Regarding claim 6, see rejection of claims 1 and 5. 

Considering claim 9, a circuit for generating a control signal of claim 1, comprising: a 
first calculator adapted to generating the control signal based on a predetermined 
number of line parameters, synchronized with a screen line scanning signal, and at 
least one second calculator adapted to generating the line parameters of each line of 
the screen based on a predetermined number of column parameters, synchronized with 
a vertical screen scanning signal, 

Regarding claim 9, Tsujihara et al. disclose the computation processor 48 (fig.8) 
and correction signal generator 27. However, Tsujihara et al. do not disclose the 
detailed circuitry of the correction signal generator 27, which receives a sync signal 20 
and generates the control signals therefrom. The sync signal comprises horizontal and 
vertical sync components as is well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to the skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system 
of Tsujihara by providing separate calculators for the horizontal and vertical scanning 
signals in order to generate a control signal for each, so that the horizontal and vertical 
control signals are utilized separately for generating the line parameters accordingly. 
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Considering claim 12, the method of claim 10, wherein generating the plurality of 
column curves and the plurality of line curves comprises: adding together the following 
curves: 

a) a constant level curve determined by a first line parameter of the plurality of line 
parameters; two half X" curves, joined together at a common origin forming a center 
with the maximum values of each half X" curve at the ends of the joined curves 
determined by a second and a third parameter, respectively, where n is a 
predetermined value, is met by the Fig.7B and 7C; 

Except for; 

b) a double-top curve having a continuous derivative and formed by at least two humps 
placed end to end and located on either side of a center of the double-top curve, each 
hump having a null derivative at its top and each minimum or maximum value of the 
double-top curve set by a respective distinct parameter. 

See rejection of claim 2(b); 

Considering claim 13, the method of claim 12, comprising generating the double-top 
curve to have a zero value and a null derivative at its center. 
See rejection of claim 2(b) 

Considering claim 14, the method of claim 12, comprising generating the double-top 
curve to have a zero value and a null derivative at its ends. 
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See rejection of claim 2(b). 

Considering claim 15, the method of claim 10 wherein the plurality of column 
parameters comprises five column parameters for each line, and the plurality of line 
parameters comprises five line parameters for each line. 
See rejection of claim 5. 

Considering claim 16, a device for adjusting the convergence of three parallel electronic 
beams that scan a screen line by line, the device comprising: 

a) a group of horizontal convergence correction coils and a group of vertical 
convergence correction coils, is met convergence coils, fig. 5; (see also figs. 2,9,13) 

b) a circuit for generating a control signal to the group of horizontal convergence 
correction coils and a group of vertical convergence corrections coils, is met by the 
correction waveform generator 27, figs. 2 and control circuits 45-47, fig.6; 

Except for; 

c) a first calculator adapted for generating a control signal based on five line parameters 
synchronized with a screen line scanning signal; 

d) at least one second calculator adapted to generate the line parameters of each line of 
the screen based on a predetermined number of column parameters synchronized with 
a vertical screen scanning signal. 

Regarding c) and d), see rejection of claim 9. 
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Considering claim 17, the device of claim 16 wherein the control signal generating 
circuit is configured to generate a control signal for each electron beam, the control 
signal having an amplitude that varies along each line according to a first curve of a first 
type determined by a plurality of line parameters, each of the plurality of line parameters 
generated according to a second curve of the first type determined by column 
parameters. 

See rejection of claims 12 (b) and 16. 

Considering claim 18, the device of claim 17 wherein the first curve is determined by 
five line parameters and the second curve is determined by five column parameters. 
See rejection of claim 5; 

Considering claim 19, Tsujihara discloses the following claimed subject matter, note; 
a) wherein the control signal generating circuit is configured to generate each of the first 
and second curves of the first type by adding a first curve of the second type of a 
constant level determined by the first line parameter, a second curve of the second type 
comprising two half X" curves joined together at a common origin to form a center of the 
second curve of the second type, the common origin of each half X" curve located at the 
center of the second curve of the second type, and the maximum values of the half X° 
curves at the ends of the second curve of the second type determined by second and 
third parameters, respectively, is met by the FigsJB and 7C; 
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Except for c) 

c)a third curve of the second type comprising a double-top curve with a continuous 
derivative formed by at least two humps placed end to end and located on either side of 
a center point of the third curve of the second type, each hump having a null derivative 
at its top and each minimum or maximum value of the double-top curve set by a 
respective distinct parameter. 

See rejection of claim 2 (b); 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments 

Nowhere does Tsujihara et al. teach or suggest varying a first curve by a plurality of 
line paramerters that are in turn generated to vary from line to line according to a 
second curve of the first type determined by a plurality of column parameters. 

Examiner's Response 

As indicated above, the first curve P1, as defined in the specification (page 8), is a line 
and not a curve, thus, has a constant level and does not vary. Nevertheless as shown 
in Fig.7B (Tsujihara et al) the amplitudes of V1 and V2 varies along an imaginary 
straight line which can be determined by drawing a plurality of the lines to obtain a given 
parameter for each line, each of the plurality of the line parameters inherently varies 
from line to line as one follows the curve up or down. Thus, the argument that 
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Tsujihara et al. does not teach or suggest varying a first curve by a plurality of line 
parameters that are in turn generated to vary from line to line... is unpersuasive. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paulos M. Natnael whose telephone number is (703) 
305-0019. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (703) 305-4795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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